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Peculiarities of the Brief Recension (BR). — The drastic manner in
which BR cuts down the text has been alluded to; by glancing over
the notes to the Composite Outline, or the text itself, abundant illus-
trations will be observed. The abbreviations are especially markt,
as Weber observed (p. 225 f.), in the introductory parts of each story;
the real object of the stories, the portrayal of Vikrama's nobility, is
kept distinctly in mind, and only so much of the introduction is nar-
rated as is absolutely necessary in leading up to the king's noble act.
All emboxt stories—VI and VII of the Frame-story, and the em-
boxments in 14 and 31 — are omitted bodily. The style is crisp,
dry, and often harsh. Sometimes even the account of the generous
act of the king does not come out unscathed in the process of cutting-
down; in 16 the story is so reduced that it would hardly be possible to
make sense out of BR's account at all, without reference to the fuller
versions. — On the other hand, for the very reason that BR is so in-
tent on making the story as brief as possible, it contains hardly any-
thing that may not with reason be attributed to the original. Details
in which all other versions concur against BR (aside from total omis-
sions in BR) are hardly to be found. As instances of probably unorigi-
nal details- in BR may, however, be mentioned the points to which
attention is called in the Composite Outline, Story 4, note 10, and
Story 18, note 11.
Alterations in the numbering of the stories in BR are as follows.
Stories 5 and 7 are transposed. The regular Story 8 appears as 9 in
BR, 9 as 29, 11 as 8, 12 as 11, and 29 as 12. This is unquestionably
the numbering of the true text of BR. The manuscripts L and Ob are
still more confused in their numbering, on account of accidental
omissions.
Peculiarities of the Jainistic Recension (JR). — i. General re-
marks. — It was supposed by Weber, and is I believe still held by
Hertel (and perhaps by others), that the Vikramacarita was Jainistic
in origin. This view I combatted in AJP. 38.271 ff., where I attempted
to show that the reasons for it advanst by Weber and Hertel are un-
sound. Altho further study and somewhat fuller information have
changed my ideas on a few details (cf. below, p. xlvi, note 1), there is
very little of what I then wrote which I would now alter; and the
general line of argument presented still seems to me cogent. I shall not
reproduce here the purely destructive reasoning I there employed,
My present purpose is to show that whatever the original Vikrama-

